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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claims 55, 64 and 72 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• Claim 55 lines 3-4 recite, "...accessing a home page of a printing printing agency 
via..." Claim 55 lines 3-4 should be amended to recite, ""...accessing a home 
page of a printing agency via..." 

• In claim 64, line 18, there should be an -a- before -computer network-. 

• In claim 64, line 14, there should be an -a- before -reception-. 

• In claim 72, line 14, there should be a space between -to- and -conform-. 



Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 45-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The language of claim 45 in line 22 is confusing (e.g., ...connected to said 
memory via a network printing to download said finalized...). Claim 45 should be 
amended to more clearly set forth the claimed invention. 

Claims 55-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The language of claim 55 in line 3 is confusing (e.g., ...connected, via the 
Internet, each customer accessing a home page...). Claim 45 should be amended to 
more clearly set forth the claimed invention. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 38-81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Sevcik (U.S. Patent No. 6,330,542) in view of Herbert (U.S. Patent No. 6,707,931). 

Referring to claim 38 . Sevcik discloses an apparatus for printing, the apparatus 
connprising: 

a server with a corresponding home page accessible through the Internet 
(Sevcik: Fig. 1 A, "38"), said server receiving a cost request through the Internet from a 
user, the cost request including a request for an estimate of a cost of a print job and 
including identification data corresponding to the user, the cost request including first 
data about the print job (Sevcik: column 5, lines 2-10); 

a first memory unit storing the cost request and the identification data received 
from said server, said first memory unit being in communication with said server 
(Sevcik: column 14, lines 23-29); 

said server sending a cost estimate through the Internet to a destination 
corresponding to the identification data, the cost estimate being generated in 
dependence upon the received cost request, the cost estimate including a password 
and the estimate of the cost of the print job, said server receiving the password and 
print data through the Internet from the user when the user receives and approves the 
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cost estimate, the print data being the information to be recorded on recordable media 
(Sevcik: column 15, lines 13-25); 

an output device receiving the print data, and recording the print data in the final 
form on the recordable media (Sevcik: Fig. 16). 

Herbert discloses an apparatus for printing, the apparatus comprising: 
an editing unit being in communication with said server, said editing unit editing 
the print data received by said server through the Internet from the user when the print 
data is not in a final form, said editing unit being distinguishable from the user (Herbert: 
Fig. 7, ''110"); 

a second memory unit storing the print data when the print data is in the final 
form, said second memory unit being in communication with said editing unit (Herbert: 
Fig.7, "116"); 

an output device receiving the print data in the final form from said second 
memory unit, and recording the print data in the final form on the recordable media 
(Herbert: Fig. 7, "118"). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious for one skill in the art to have 
modified the method of Sevcik to have included the teachings of Herbert in order to 
allow a remote viewer to view or modify a digital product (Herbert: column 1 , lines 10- 
16). 
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Referring to claim 39 . Herbert does not expressly disclose correcting spelling 
errors. However, it would have been obvious to have Herbert's apparatus to correct 
spelling errors since Herbert is drawn to providing a remote proofing service and 
correcting spelling errors would have been an obvious variation. 

Referring to claim 40 . Sevcik further discloses an apparatus wherein said output 
device corresponding to a selected output device selected by the user through said 
home page via the Internet from among a plurality of available output devices, said 
output device receiving the print data through the Internet from said second memory 
unit (Sevcik: column 10, lines 18-27). 

Referring to claim 41 . Herbert further discloses an apparatus wherein said 
server sending the edited print data through the Internet to the user after said editing 
unit performs the editing of the print data, the user receiving the edited data through the 
Internet and revising the edited print data and sending the revised print data to said 
server, said editing unit further revising the revising print data received by said server 
from the user to place the revised print data in the final form (Herbert: Fig. 7). 

Referring to claim 42 . Sevcik further discloses an apparatus wherein an editing 
unit generates the cost estimate (Sevcik: column 2, lines 50-55, "...the print buyer can 
easily change to determine the impact of those changes on the cost of the project."). 
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Referring to claim 43 . Herbert further discloses an apparatus, send server 
sending the edited print data through the Internet to the user after said editing unit 
performs the editing of the print data, the user receiving the edited data through the 
Internet and revising the edited print data and sending the revised print data to said 
server, said editing unit further revising the revised print data received by said server 
from the user to place the revised print data in the final form (Herbert: Fig. 7). 

Referring to claim 44 . Sevcik further discloses an apparatus, the cost request 
including a name of the user, the destination, a number of pages of the print job, a 
number of copies of the print job, a type of binding of the print job, and a type of 
recordable media of the print job (Sevcik: Fig. 6 and Fig. 7) 

Referring to claims 45-54 . The limitations of claims 45-54 closely parallel those 
of claims 38-44. Claims 45-54 are rejected under the same rationale as set forth above. 

Referring to claims 55-63 . The limitations of claims 55-63 closely parallel those 
of claims 38-44. Claims 55-63 are rejected under the same rationale as set forth above. 

Referring to claims 64-68 . The limitations of claims 64-68 closely parallel those 
of claims 38-44. Claims 64-68 are rejected under the same rationale as set forth above. 
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Referring to claim 69 . Sevcik further discloses a method wherein an editor that 
does said editing also determines the cost estimate at the print agency for the customer, 
said editor being a separate entity than said customer (Sevcik: column 2, lines 50-55, 
"...the print buyer can easily change to determine the impact of those changes on the 
cost of the project."). 

Referhng to claim 70 . Herbert further discloses a method wherein an editor that 
does said editing being specialized in digital imaging, computer software, the internet 
and preparing a document having text images for print (Herbert: abstract). 

Referring to claim 71 . Herbert further discloses an apparatus, said editor having 
access to apparatus for monitoring and modifying text and images submitted by said 
customer to said editor over the world wide web (Herbert: Fig. 7). 

Referring to claims 72-74 . The limitations of claims 72-74 closely parallel those 
of claims 38-44. Claims 72-74 are rejected under the same rationale as set forth above. 



Referring to claims 75-81 . The limitations of claims 75-81 closely parallel those 
of claims 38-44. Claims 75-81 are rejected under the same rationale as set forth above. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed 3/16/2006, with respect to the pending claims are 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

The non-final office action mailed on 10/20/2005 comprised multiple repetitive 
rejections applied to the pending claims. For the purpose of expediting examination of 
this application, all of the pending rejections were triaged which lead to the single 
applied obviousness rejection as set forth above. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew S. Gart whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3955. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto,gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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